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, 9 describes Rome as a "ville inermis". See also: F. Kolb, Rom (München 1995), 555; K. Christ, Geschichte der römischen Kaiserzeit von Augustus bis Konstantin (München 1988) , 108f. In Republican Rome soldiers within the city limits were only allowed during the triumph or other special ceremonies. F. Fless, 'Römische Prozessionen', in Thesaurus Cultus et Rituum Antiquorum I (Los Angeles 2004) , 44. The pomerium, as the religious border, separated the spheres of domus and militiae. J. Rüpke, Domi militiae: Die religiöse Konstruktion des Krieges in Rom (Stuttgart 1990) , 35f., 55-57. 2 Tacitus, Historiae 4.53.2; Tacitus, Annales 12.69; Herodianus 5.8.5-7; Cassius Dio 55.24-26; Historia Augusta (from now on: SHA), Septimius Severus 7.1. Apart from that there are thousands of sepulchral and sacral inscriptions (CIL VI 2421-3491; 32515-32899; 37189-37273) as well as the rich archaeological remains of the soldier's accommodation in Rome. LTUR I, 246-256 ('Castra'); 292-294 ('Cohortium Vigilum Stationes'). For the accommodation of the Germani corporis custodes see Suetonius, Galba 12.2; H. Bellen, Die germanische Leibwache der römischen Kaiser des iulisch-claudischen Hauses (Mainz 1981), 56f., 101. 3 For an overview see J.C.N. Coulston, 'Armed and Belted Men: The Soldiery in Imperial Rome', in: J.C.N. Coulston and H. Dodge, eds., Ancient Rome. The Archaeology of the Eternal City (Oxford 2000), 76-81. 4 Cassius Dio 55.24.6. 5 About thirty speculatores served in a cohors praetoria. Durry 1938 , op. cit. (n. 1), 28. Contra A. Passerini, Le coorti pretorie (1939 , 70 n. 6.
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1st century 2nd century 3rd century early 4th century
Cohortes praetoriae 4.500 5.000 10.000
It is inevitable that these troops, as an interacting social group, had an impact on everyday life. Their high number and permanent residence established them as a core inÁ uence on Rome's cultural and social life. Their basic needs-for instance for food, housing and armoury-soon became an economic factor. 11 In addition, the services they carried 6 Bellen 1981, op. cit. (n. 2), 53ff., 101. 7 Cassius Di o 55.24.6. 8 Two inscriptions from the beginning of the third century that were found in the Villa Mattei on the Caelian hill mention 113 ofÀ cers and 930 soldiers, and 109 ofÀ cers and 1013 soldiers from the cohors V vigilum, CIL VI 1057; CIL VI 1058 (= ILS 2157). 9 The real strength of the numerus is unknown, but the existence of a 'centurio frumentariorum' as well as the fact that a legion could send three frumentarii to Rome at the same time, leads to the given number. M. Reuter, Die frumentarii-neugeschaffene ›Geheimpolizei‹ Traians? In E. Schallmayer, ed., Traian in Germanien. Congress Saalburg/Bad Homburg 1999 (1999), 78. 10 The presence of other formations, that are not well-known, such as the so-called numerus primipilarium, the lanciarii the exploratores and the protectores is also proved for Rome. Ephemeris Epigraphica 4 (1881), 339 nr. 911-913; Ephemeris Epigraphica 5, 1884, 121-141, 647 f. 11 Also the act of obtaining their frumentum created contacts between soldiers and civilians, notably the vigiles 'f(rumentum) p (ublicum) In this paper the relevance of the military presence in imperial Rome will be explored from two different angles. A À rst part will focus on the topography and design of military camps and their perception by civilians. This approach mainly deals with the appearance and organization of military forces under urban conditions-the 'military landscape of Rome.' In the second part of the paper, the changes in the designs of sepulchral monuments will be discussed, because these archaeological remains illustrate the development in the soldiers' selfpresentation and their relation to their contemporaries more than anything else. The scope of the study ranges from the beginning of the reign of Augustus in the year 27 bc to the victory of Constantine over Maxentius in the year 312 ad. Augustus was the À rst to install military units in the capital. 13 He established the basis of the garrisons' structure that lasted until the dissolution of the Praetorian Guard and the equites singulares Augusti after the battle at the Milvian Bridge in 312 ad.
a(ccipit) d(ie) XXII ost(io) XII.' See:
14 The À rst permanent stationing of soldiers in Rome marked a crucial turning point between republic and principate.
15 While Augustus revitalized the sacral laws of the republic, 16 he ignored the regulations concerning the presence of soldiers within the pomerium. According to these laws, armed forces were only allowed outside the sacral centre of the city of Rome, beyond the city limits, where the imperium militiae began. 17 To the public, the installation of troops within the pomerium certainly brought to mind some negative memories of the civil wars B. Pferdehirt, 'Ein kaiserliches Reskript aus dem Jahr 248/249 n. Chr. ', Archäologisches Korrespondenzblatt 33 (2003), 403-418; ebenda, Römische Militärdiplome (2004) in the late republican period. 18 For obvious reasons, the emergence of a permanent military presence within the context of the restoration of the republican order must be considered highly problematic, which makes it worthwhile to closely examine the soldiers' appearance and the public's reaction to their services in the capital-militia in Urbe-at the beginning of the imperial period. How was the positioning of troops perceived, as an afÀ rmation of the public order or as a threat to it? It is remarkable that there were, apart from the units in Rome and the permanent marine units at Ravenna and Misenum, no other soldiers on Italian ground. 19 As to the 'military landscape' of Rome, i.e. the topography of military quarters, there are issues of special interest. Where were the camps located and for which reasons? In how far were they integrated into civilian districts? A À rst glance at a map of the military quarters of Rome shows that some of these were erected on elevated spots on the periphery, whereas most of them had no particularly exposed position (Fig. 1) . Among the more elevated sites are the following. The largest and most important of the camps were the castra praetoria, located on the so-called campus Viminalis, a plateau East of the Viminal, between the Via Nomentana in the North and the Via Tiburtina vetus in the South. 20 The castra peregrina were built on one of the highest points of the Caelian Hill. 21 Still visible today is the site of the later castra nova equitum singularium, which have been rediscovered underneath the basilica of San Giovanni in Laterano. 22 Among the less elevated locations are the quarters of the classiari, in the region Transtiberim and near (Fig. 2) . 23 The sites were always chosen strategically, with special regard to accessibility and functionality. This allowed the troops to control the main roads of the city and react quickly in cases of emergency. The main road of the Viminal, for example, led all the way from the castra praetoria through the vicus patricius, the Subura, the Argiletum and the forum transitorium to the political centre of Rome, the forum romanum and the Palatine (Fig. 1) .
A closer examination of the map shows that-apart from some of the stationes cohortium vigilum and the castra misenatium-all camps are situated outside the Servian Wall and seem to be aligned in relation to it. On À rst sight this appears as a threat, as if these camps were built as fortiÀ cations to put the city under siege. However, in actual reality they came into being for differing reasons and by various causes over the course of three centuries. So the circumstances at their origin should be explored À rst, after which the design of the camps may be fruitfully analyzed.
Under Augustus, only the vigiles, a paramilitary unit serving as a À re-brigade, were accommodated in the city. 24 The 3500 soldiers were spread over seven stationes and fourteen excubitoria across the entire city ( Fig. 2) . At the same time three of the nine Pretorian cohorts took quarters in private accommodations within the city limits, while the remaining six lay outside Rome. 25 Nothing is known about the accommodation of the city cohorts, but it may be assumed that they were also accommodated in private places. When the Pretorians and the city cohorts were united under Tiberius' rule, their new camp was established at the Northeastern edge of the city, in a thinly populated area, which up to that time had been mostly used for burial places (Fig. 3 ). Existing sepulchral monuments and gravesites were either integrated in the new wall, or destroyed. Remarkable in this context is the distance between the castra praetoria and the cohorts' main place of work, the imperial palace on the Palatine. While the stationes of the vigiles, according to their functions and the duties, were located in central places in the densely populated city, the site selected for the castra praetoria was rather inefÀ cient as to the praetorians' role as guards of the emperor. Considering the main function of the city cohorts-the maintenance of public order and the protection of people within the city-, their posting to the remote campus Viminalis surprises as well. 27 Pragmatic reasons for the selection of this site, as mentioned before, may have been the strategic qualities of it, but there are additional aspects. It is striking, for example, that the castra praetoria were erected about 500 meters outside the Servian Wall, well behind the agger, which was still several meters high at this time. 28 The area was certainly suitable for the construction of such a large complex, but other areas within the borders of the pomerium were equally À t, for instance the site where, at the beginning of the fourth century, the baths of Diocletian were built. Therefore, respect for traditional sacral laws must have been of great consequence to the decision to build the castra praetoria on the Viminal. The emperor may have disregarded certain aspects of the republican law, but he seems to have been well aware of the negative perception that the population of Rome would have had of a large presence of armed troops within the city. The choice that was À nally made demonstrated his respect for traditions, but also made the general public conscious of the presence of military forces, particularly through the daily ritual of the change of guards.
29
In a way similar to the vigiles Á eet troops were in the later decades of the À rst century ad stationed in well-populated areas close to the soldiers' places of work. At the beginning of the second century the castra priora equitum singularium and castra peregrina marked a strong 27 The seat of their commander, the praefectus urbi, lay a great distance away from the camp, near the Basilica Aemilia. F. Coarelli, 'Praefectura Urbana', LTUR IV, 159-160; A. Chastagnol, La préfecture urbaine à Rome sous le Bas-Empire (1960 30 The area was at this time already occupied by wealthy private houses and baths. The castra peregrina, located close to the Palatine, provided accommodation for soldiers from the provinces visiting Rome on special duties. 31 At the beginning of the reign of Septimius Severus an additional camp for the equites singulares was built in short distance to the older castra to accommodate their increased number. 32 The area, situated in the Southeastern part of the city, close to the Palatium Sessorium, was far from optimal:
33 its surface showed large ground-level differences and was already occupied by two domus that were still in use in the second half of the second century, as their decorations show. 34 It must have been quite an effort to make the designated site usable. Furthermore, the selection of this site demonstrates that, 150 years after the À rst of the new castra had been erected in Rome, criteria had changed. The area of the castra nova had been populated before, and even if the two estates were already imperial property, which they probably were, it is interesting to wonder who lived there and who had to leave. 35 The erection of a new camp for the cohortes urbanae on the campus Agrippae under Aurelian about 270 ad marked the climax of this development. 36 At this point the cohorts, which had been stationed in the castra praetoria at the edge of the city for 250 years and whose number had by then grown to 6000, were transferred right to the heart of the 30 Colini 1944, op. cit. (n. 21) , 240-245 (castra peregrina), 314-317 (castra priora equitum singularium). 31 The frumentarii took care about the food supply. M. In addition, this measure has to be interpreted in the context of an increasingly tense atmosphere, which also led to the construction of the Aurelian wall.
To summarize this À rst examination of the military landscape: in the early imperial period military units were stationed according to their function. Only units that had to maintain public order lived in the city, while those without such civilian functions stayed outside the city limits. Over the course of the À rst century and at the beginning of the second century, due to the creation of new units, more and more military facilities were built within the city. Towards the end of the second century ad, the development culminated in the establishment of a camp on top of former domus and the massing of military facilities in the Southeast of the city. By the third century the military camps were built directly where the troops would be needed and used, even in the middle of the city.
Design and reception of military bases
After the topographical situation of the camps their outer appearance and its reception by the general public now has to be examined. Since the only remaining outer wall of the known camps is that of the castra praetoria, one has to focus on this military base. 39 The study of the outer walls, the gates, the building materials, the original height of the walls and possible hindrances is necessary to understand how the building may have been perceived by the populace of Rome.
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The wall of the castra praetoria was constructed in brick-faced opus caementicium. In the beginning, the wall was approximately 4,50 m high. The towers projected only a few centimeters forward (Fig. 5) Apparently, the camp had the usual features of common fortiÀ cations along the borders of the empire, but the sites around the remaining walls showed no traces of ditches, which were characteristic for camps and fortresses. 41 Surely the situation of a camp in the capital was different from that of a camp on the border, but while other camps in civilian settings, for instance the 'Cripplegate' fort in London, possessed ditches, this one did not. 42 Thus the wall of the camp was at the beginning of the imperial period less fortiÀ ed than other camps in civilian settings. The castra praetoria, as well as the stationes of the vigiles had no distinctly military character. Their walls only separated soldiers and civilians. The different building phases of the wall however show that the appearance of the camp changed in the course of time (Fig. 6) . 43 From the À rst to the third century the wall was heightened until the castra praetoria under Aurelian were À nally included into the city wall and lost their original function as an independent military installation.
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But what made these structural changes necessary? The steady growth of the outer wall of the castra praetoria must have been a reaction to certain events, which called for a better defense of the base. When times became more troubled, especially in late antiquity, military camps and urban defences in the provinces were increased or established in a more appropriate height. 45 In Aurelian's Rome, this led to the construction of a new city wall, after the city had remained unfortiÀ ed over several centuries. 46 Therefore the preceding increases of the castra praetoria are via free access not to be understood as reactions to more troubled times in general, but have to be seen and evaluated in their concrete urban context. The changes in the wall's structure resemble the social changes, for instance in the relationship between the troops inside the camp and the urban population, or between the soldiers and the emperor.
47
Apart from that the camp had a special architectural meaning in Rome, since it was the À rst monumental building constructed with a brick facing. The relatively plain front contrasted with the more complex marble architectures in the city. 48 The brick building method, now all the more visible because of the missing plaster of the wall, represented other characteristics or qualities than extant sacral buildings, which were massive constructions, made of marble, limestone, tufa and travertine. 49 The new and very modern method had its own aesthetics and value, which corresponded very well with the function of the castra.
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Having examined the decisive factors for the establishment of the camps in Rome and the architectural changes in their outer appearance, one should focus on a more abstract level of their perception: their role as landmarks and points of orientation. The military camps undoubtedly were used as points of orientation, which is proven by the delineation of the castra Misenatium on the Forma Urbis.
51 It may be assumed that the other camps were marked correspondingly. Other buildings that were named on the Forma Urbis were all places of public, political or religious importance. 52 On other ancient geographical depictions topographic landmarks were used in a similar way and, of course, there are alla Tiburtina ', Analecta Romana 25 (1997) modern map-makers who do likewise. 53 The mentioning of the camps and stations in the two regional catalogues of the late antiquity, the Notitia Regionum Urbis Romae and the Curiosum Urbis Romae underlines the meaning of the military buildings as landmarks in the urban landscape of that period. 54 The sites most likely continued to be connected with the camps for a long time even long after the castra praetoria and castra nova equitum singularium had been abandoned or destroyed.
Apart from its geographical importance, a camp obviously stood as symbol for the unit stationed in it. The destruction of the castra nova equitum singularium, on whose remains the basilica of S. Giovanni in Laterano was erected, as well as the destruction of the soldiers' cemetery, must be understood as a kind of collective damnatio memoriae. 55 By destroying buildings and monuments, the identity of a unit, which was expressed in the camp and the cemetery, was also destroyed. The close connection between a camp and its soldiers lead to an understanding of the two as synonyms, which is underlined by a line of Cassius Dio, who speaks of camp and city, meaning the Praetorians on one hand, and Rome's civil population on the other. 56 The images of the castra praetoria on coins lead to the same interpretation: Immediately after his accession Claudius arranged a high value coin issue, which shows the camp of the guard, whose ofÀ cers had murdered his predecessor and proclaimed him the new emperor. 57 The inscription 'Imperator Receptus' in combination with the camp may be understood both as a direct appeal to the soldiery and as an indication of strong military backing, directed at a wider urban population. The coins honoured the praetorians and were most likely used as military pay. 58 The depiction of the camp was replaced on another issue by the depiction of praetorian ofÀ cers. The soldiers and their camp could be used to transport equal meanings.
Design of the soldiers' sepulchral monuments
In the À rst century simply decorated gravestones dominated the funerary monuments of the units at Rome (Fig. 6 ). These were usually distributed in small groups over the civilian necropoles of the city. The tombstones of the Praetorians and the city-cohorts, found in the Vigna del Cinque, are representative of these homogeneous accumulations of monuments. 59 They are of a simple shape and were in most cases only decorated with a corona vittata with long lemnisci. 60 Their form corresponds to the gravestones of the Germani corporis custodes (Fig. 7) .
61
In their modesty and simplicity they embody some uniformity and reÁ ect similar values. The simple shape with a corona must have been regarded as a kind of monument suitable for different units with a diverse social and cultural background, and became a characteristic of the Rome garrison. 62 Their formal modesty and regularity showed a clear, collective identity. The fact that the statement of the monuments was understood in an appropriate sense by ancient viewers seems to be afÀ rmed by a document from the writings of the Roman land-surveyors. Under the 'Terminorum Diagrammata' one À nds the designation 'sepultura militaris in À nem' for rectangular stones with a semicircular top. 63 Since the material of the corpus covers a wide period, from early to late empire, it is signiÀ cant that this form was widely understood as referring precisely Fig. 7 . Gravestone of the Germanus corporis custos Indus.-Rome, Museo Nazionale Romano Inv. 125660. DAI Rome, INR 78.465 to military grave monuments. There was obviously a 'soldiers' style', which was recognizable as such to the wider population of Rome. Considering the various possibilities people had in the capital from which to choose an adequate sepulchral monument, the uniformity and simplicity of the soldiers' gravestones in Rome are noticeable. Weapon representations, such as one know from Northern Italy, are almost missing completely, as are the representations of soldiers in full military equipment. 64 While gravestones from Northern Italy frequently show full-À gured representations of soldiers in their military equipment and gravestones in the provinces even show them À ghting barbarians, the early military gravestones from Rome simply do not employ such devices, quite unlike praetorian gravestones found in Italy away from Rome.
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On one of the very scarce full-À gure representations of the À rst century, the gravestone of Q. Iulius Galatus, clear visibility of the belt, which usually stresses military status, is avoided (Fig. 8) .
66 Pictures such as battle scenes or barbarian riders, which would have been particularly suitable to refer to military abilities, do not occur. 67 In the second century a broader iconographic range came to be adopted. The gravestones of the equites singulares differ from the ones of the other units, always showing dining scenes and calones with horses. 68 The images being chosen emphasize the status of cavalrymen, but overtly military pictures are still missing. Civilian and private aspects are stressed by the canonical use of via free access banquet scenes. 69 The soldiers appear as educated, integrated citizens. For almost two hundred years this limited form of self-representation for all the different types of troops in Rome did not change, indeed not until the reign of Septimius Severus. The lack of military motifs in Rome À nds no parallels in any other region of the empire. These 'reduced' monuments from Rome have to be seen in the context of a time when the presence of military within the city boundaries of the urbs was not unproblematic. At the beginning of the imperial period the population was still traumatised by the crucial and brutal events of the late Republic.
70 Soldiers were regarded with distrust and fear. A passage in the Panegyricus for Trajan, where Pliny the Younger describes the soldier behaving properly, illustrates, how soldiers were normally noticed by the population. 71 The stress on their good, inconspicuous behaviour shows that this represented an exception.
From the very end of the second century there was, however, a crucial change. The soldiers now appear well equipped on their monuments (Fig. 9) . 72 With the reign of Septimius Severus their position had obviously changed. With his reforms, to which among other things the increase of the soldier's salary and the right of the marriage belonged, he improved the status and conditions of the soldiers fundamentally. 73 The military had won a new and powerful place in society. To the displeasure of his contemporaries the emperor had not only increased the number of the soldiers of Rome's garrison, but he founded a new legion that was placed in the direct proximity of the empire's capital, just À fteen kilometres Southeast, at Albano. 74 Moreover Severus went in full military dress with his armed soldiers on to the Capitol and used military men against the senate. 75 The military had become more powerful and became an important element in society.
The changes described undoubtedly played an important role for the appearance and wide distribution of the new representational motif on the soldier's grave monuments particularly in Rome, but also right across the provinces. 76 A broader inÁ uence was also exerted on the development of sepulchral art, where the general interest in military themes grew during this period. 77 Soldiers could now, at the beginning of the third century, refer self-conÀ dently their afÀ liation to the 'state-making' military on their graves. They showed up proudly on the monuments in their new equipment that consisted of the ring-buckle-belt and the spatha. 78 As Cassius Dio reports, the changes had also their negative sides. He speaks of regular collisions between soldiers and civilians, and the people being indignant about the abuse of power by the Praetorian Guard.
79 Distrust towards the guard was the consequence. The relationship between the military formations and the civilian population of Rome had obviously changed.
Summary
To sum up: Within the urban area of Rome at the beginning of the imperial era both the grave monuments of the military and the erection of military bases were treated with a certain discretion and moderation, more so than in later years. With the spreading of the 3.500 men of the cohortes vigilum to numerous smaller accommodations all over the entire city and the establishment of the city cohorts to maintain public order, under Augustus's rule the military was solely presented as a guarantor of public order and security. Under Tiberius the largest military unit of Rome, the cohortes praetoriae, was concentrated in one impressive camp, which lay at the edge of the city, 'hidden' behind the agger Servii Tullii. In the necropoles, the soldiers' graves in smaller numbers were mixed with the people's graves. 80 Contrary to the practices in other parts of the Imperium Romanum, they were not represented explicitly as military. No military equipment or actions were depicted on gravestones.
The beginning of the second century saw a similar tendency. New camps were established in relatively sparsely settled areas at the edge of the city. Although this time also produced the À rst and so far only known necropolis solely for soldiers at the third milestone of the via Labicana, the equites singulares Augusti who were buried there did not choose military topics or representations in military equipment for their cemetery.
81 Instead, socio-cultural and civilian aspects are emphasised on their monuments. 82 In contrast to the earlier periods Trajan, after having reordered or reorganised the empire, had begun to emphasize the military's strength and power in service of the empire. The construction of Trajan's Forum with the depiction of his military campaigns to Dacia on Trajan's Column, illustrate this more than anything else. 83 In the following decades of the second century there are more examples for the growing acceptance and connection between soldiers and the general public: for instance, ofÀ cial reliefs of the time show soldiers acting as helpers and supporters for the well-being of the people. Reliefs like the Anaglypha Traiani and the Chatsworth relief (Fig. 10) , on which soldiers are burning debt records in the city, were surely meant to demonstrate to the citizens what the emperor did for them, but it is remarkable that it was speciÀ cally the military that was doing good in the service of the emperor. 84 Summarizing the observations for the À rst and the earlier second centuries, the aspects of the designs of the grave monuments, the images depicted on the ofÀ cial reliefs and the topography of the camps create the impression that the driving forces were well aware of the negative elements in the late republic-and tried to avoid a negative perception of the soldiers in Rome. The fact that the history of the late republic had not been forgotten in the imperial period can be seen in Augustinus' references to the civil war, which he compared to the attacks of the Goths.
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A clearly visible change occurs under Septimius Severus, who almost quadrupled the number of soldiers stationed directly in and around Rome. More so than before, the city appeared like a military camp.
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The enlargement of the military force in the empire's capital at this time was just as unnecessary as the stationing of a newly founded legion within a distance of a half day's march at Albano, about 15 kilometers Southeast of Rome. Both can be surely understood in the sense of a power demonstration, since the camp of the new legio II Parthica, could have been established in any other place than right before the gates of the city. With the described changes in the social status of the soldiers came a change in the design of sepulchral sculptures. The troops displayed a signiÀ cantly greater self-conÀ dence on their monuments and actively demonstrated their ranks and signiÀ cance. While public interest in military topics and the acceptance of the militia in Urbe seemed to grow on one hand, there was also an increasing number of reports about their bad behaviour on the other. Cassius Dio's writings describe how for instance the senators regarded these changes caused by the military presence and that they saw it as a threatening gesture, or even a direct menace. In the third century, the continuous conÁ icts between the troops and the citizens of Rome led to tense situations, like the cutting off of the castra praetoria's water support, during the clashes between the populace of Rome and the soldiers in ad 238.
87
The climax of imposition was reached when the 6.000 men of the cohortes urbanae were placed right in the heart of the city, regardless of the traditional borders of the pomerium. SHA, Max. et Balb. 8.4. 
